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NOTICES OF NEW BOOKS. 

Lehrbuch der theoretischen Philosophie auf thomistischer Grundlage. 
Von Dr. Virgil Grimmich. Freiburg im Breisgau. B. Herder, 1893. — 
pp. xv, 565. 

From the time of Xenophanes and Plato down to the present day, the re- 
lations of religion and philosophy have strongly resembled the married life 
of an elderly husband and a youthful wife, who introduces variety into his 
life, but frequently troubles its peace and provokes quarrels, fits of mutual 
alienation, and threats of complete rupture. But these differences can 
never go beyond a certain point ; for, whenever they seem to, it is speedily 
found that a religion which casts out reason stagnates and fossilizes, while a 
philosophy which separates itself from religion fails to support itself, so that 
each is impelled to come to terms once more with the partner it needs for 
the completion of its own life. It is a merit of the Roman Catholic Church, 
which has always opposed divorce, that it has consistently refused to sanc- 
tion, also, a divorce of religion from philosophy, and insisted on equipping 
its teachers with a systematic philosophic training — to be sure, along lines 
laid down by the church. But, in practice, the amount of philosophic ac- 
tivity within the church has varied greatly at different times, and it shows 
how well the remarkable man who at present occupies the chair of St. Peter 
appreciates the needs of the church and of the world, that he should have 
insisted so strenuously on the need of more philosophy. Accordingly, there 
has been in recent years a great outburst of philosophic activity in most 
Catholic countries, which has aimed at restating the principles of the Schol- 
astic philosophy, more particularly as represented by St. Thomas Aquinas, 
in such a manner as to render them applicable to modern problems. The 
book under review is a contribution to this movement ; it professes to be a 
manual of Neo-Scholastic philosophy for the use of theological seminaries, 
and will no doubt achieve its purpose well. As it covers the whole field of 
philosophy, its discussion of disputed points is necessarily brief, dogmatic, 
and controversially inadequate, but it may be recommended to non-Catholics 
also, as giving a convenient summary of the official philosophy of the Roman 
Church. And, moreover, the latter should never forget that after all 
Scholasticism represents the largest, most coherent, and most persistent 
body of philosophic doctrine, and, granting the assumption of certain Chris- 
tian dogmas (which its opponents also for the most part do not deny), may 
justly claim to rest on the system of the greatest of philosophers. Now to 
Aristotle the avowed (and also the unavowed) debt of modern philosophy is 
immense, and even the direct influence of Scholasticism on modern philoso- 
phy has been far greater than is commonly supposed. Descartes, Leibniz, 
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and Kant were all trained in a philosophy which was substantially, if not 
expressly, Scholastic ; and it has left its mark upon each, for not only does 
their reasoning constantly imply familiarity with peculiarly Scholastic con- 
ceptions, but the arguments on which they lay most stress are frequently 
'scholastic' in the worse sense of the term, i.e., verbal quibbles based on 
implications assumed to be applicable to the matter in hand. It is this in- 
tellectual descent which alone explains, e.g., the important part played in 
modern philosophy by the conceptions of Substance and Causation ; it 
would be wholly unintelligible if one passed directly from the Greeks to the 
moderns. And, again, is it not foolish to disregard Scholasticism so long 
as we use a terminology which is essentially Scholastic? It is clear, then, 
that Scholasticism is a phenomenon which no thorough student of the phi- 
losophic world can afford to neglect. 

By way of criticism in detail, we may observe that Neo-Scholasticism is 
still steeped in the old ' faculty-psychology,' and hence is fatally prone to 
invent a faculty to do the very thing it wants done. It may also be re- 
marked that Dr. Grimmich's array of objections to Darwinism exhibits the 
common weakness of such objectors, viz., that of implying no alternative 
method of arranging and explaining the biological facts. Hence biology 
has to go on using the Darwinian hypothesis, in the hope that something 
may turn up to remove its difficulties. To alter this state of affairs, the be- 
lievers in a teleological principle which has determined the course of cosmic 
development, must not content themselves with merely asserting its exist- 
ence 'up in the clouds,' but must show how it connects together and 
illumines the biological facts. Their failure to do so almost excuses Weis- 
mann's recent assertion that Natural Selection must contain the solution of 
certain puzzling phenomena, because it is the only thinkable principle in 
biology. F. C. S. S. 

Les lois psychologiques de revolution des peuples. Par Gustave le Bon. 
Paris, Felix Alcan, 1894. — pp. 176. 

The author finds that the main factor in the evolution of a race is its psy- 
chological character. This is as fixed and definite as its anatomical char- 
acter. The highest point in a nation's career is marked by the highest 
degree of unity of spirit among its members. Decay begins with the dis- 
solution of this unity. The difference between a higher and a lower race 
does not consist in a difference in average intelligence, but in the fact that 
the former possesses a few highly developed individuals. The course of evo- 
lution is not towards equality, but away from it. The soul of a people de- 
termines its art, its institutions, and its religion. Even when these are 
borrowed from another people, they are transformed to suit the character 
of the nation that adopts them. Only second in influence are the ideas 
which, after slow development, sometimes break all the bonds of reason 
and produce catastrophic results. The laws given in this work are formu- 



